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miesto triumph, or for any to say, 
vou only want the power to become 
as tyrannical as they are. 

Disgrace not, I entreat you, fair 
freedom's cause by any act unwor- 
thy o/ ' ts genuine support. Neither 
suffer a principle of fear, which Ire- 
queutly assumes the name of cau- 
tion, so to uperate as to prevent a 
through search into a right know- 
ledge and steady assertion of the 
claims of independence. 

N.S. 



To the Proprietor! of tie Belfast Magazine. 

Gentlemen, 

HAVING seen, in your last num- 
ber, a statement of Synodical 
proceedings, some parts of which 
are not perfectly correct, I hope 
your love of truth, and regard to 
impartial justice, will allow a place 
in your publication for the following 
strictures. Being wholly uninterest- 
ed in !he proceedings of the Synod 
relative to Dr. Dickson, any farther 
than the cause of truth and virtue 
was concerned, 1 am the better able 
testate^ with perfect fairness, what 
actually occurred. In the main, the 
account vou have published is a 
good one : but justice to the public 
requires that a lew particulars con- 
tained in it should at least be exhi- 
bited in a different point of view. 

The author of the account gives a 
fuelancholy view of the character of 
tt)e Synod, for fourteen years past, 
when he alleges, that this year, for 
toe first time since 17:38, the mem- 
bers of the Synod have asserted their 
independence. This I do not very 
well understand. When ministers 
■vote according to the dictates of 
their own minds, I cannot cbnceive 
in what sense they are dependent. 
B certain powerful speakers are able 
topenuade the Synod to this or that 
Beasure, this is no proof to me, that 



the members do not assert their in- 
dependence. Equally inconclusive, 
to my apprehension, is the argument 
in favour of their rescued indepen- 
dence, that at any meeting of Synod 
a successful push is made io reverse 
the proceedings of a former meet- 
ing. In fact, the conduct of mem- 
bers in this latter case, if influenced 
by party- feeling, is less in confor- 
mity to the dictates of an indepen- 
dent spirit, than their conduct in the 
former case, in which each person 
is supposed to be influenced merely 
by the individual persuasion of his 
own mind. To be operated upon, 
by the power of eloquence, is no 
proof of a dependent spirit. And, 
on the contrary, that man who is 
not to be convinced by arguments, 
however conclusive, and reasons, 
however cogent, and who is act- 
uated by his prejudices, has no pre- 
tensions to independence of mind. 
Ministers may perceive their errors 
as other men, and may regret that 
they voted thus and thus on former 
occasions, but unless they admit 
that they acted contrary to the dic- 
tates of their own minds, they may 
assert that they were as indepen- 
dent then as now. 

If your correspondent alleges, that 
the supposed want of independence 
in ministers consisted, in their yield- 
ing contrary to their conviction, this, 
I am convinced, with regard to the 
Synod as a body, is utterly false. 
To suppose that a majority of the 
Synod could act thus, is to suppose 
the ministers to be grossly base and 
wicked. I know perhaps one half 
of the members of the Synod ; and 
however much many of them mav 
differ from me in feeling and senti- 
ment, I am convinced, that the great 
majority would abominate that de- 
reliction of principle, which is ob. 
viously involved in a tame . submis- 
sion, to the will of ethers, in opposi- 
tion to judgment. 
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In 1812, when only two or three 
offered the slightest objection to the 
measures proposed respecting Dr. 
Dickson, and none entered their 
protest, I cannot conceive how the 
members of Synod acted any other 
than an independent part. They 
may have acted wrong, but they 
did so under the persuasion of being 
actuated by proper motives, and of 
having clone what was rig lit. 

Upon the whole, I am persuaded 
that no one can prove, that the Sy- 
nod (however a few individual mem- 
bers may have been in fault as to 
conscience, a thing no man can 
prove,) ever acted any other than an 
independent part. The being per- 
suaded by the overpowering elo- 
quence of this man or the other, con- 
trary to what is right, is no proof to 
the contrary. I firmly believe, that 
the members, taken as a body, have 
always acted a conscientious, and, 
of course, an independent part. 

With respect, of course, to the 
junior members being those who at 
the last meeting were the combatants 
in the cause of independence, I en- 
tirely rif.ivv the assertion. I see no 
reason for supposing that those 
voting members, and such as gene- 
rally voted with them, could lay 
claim to any greater independence 
r,f mind, or any greater regard to 
conscientious feeling, than those who 
generally voted on the other side. 
The author's remark is a mere as- 
sumption, without proof, perhaps 
Incapable of proof. 

But some men are in the habit of 
flattering themselves that ihey are 
the men who are possessed of inde- 
pendent principles, while those who 
are opposed to them, are the mere 
tools and agents of every dema- 
gogue or despot. I do not know 
that this self-adulation is of any use. 
It has no weight with- me. 1 judge 
of men's conduct, and try it by my 
own judgment; but unless ia the 



case of glaring profligacy, I am very 
cautious indeed of supposing, that 
a man has not acted a conscientious 
part. 

But I hasten to the consideraion of 
facts. Your correspondent says, 
" This general feeling led to the 
condemnation of Dr. Dickson's book." 
This assertion is not correct. The 
Synod never thought of condemning 
the book. Nor did even Dr. Black 
pretend to discuss the merits of 
the entire performance. It was that 
part only which related to the Synod 
that Dr. Black held up to thu repro- 
bation of the body. 

The objection to proceeding a- 
gainst Dr. Dickson, that we, our- 
selves, were accussers, witnesses, 
judges, and jury, was not alleged 
in Synod, to the best of mv recol. 
lection, and I was very attentive to 
the whole proceedings in this case. 
And the reason probably why it was 
not, was, that every society in the 
world assumes the very natural and 
even necessary privilege of judging 
of the conduct of its own members. 
The Synod has done so time imme- 
morial. It judges of the conduct 
of its erring members, and even 
excludes, when the case does not 
admit of farther remedy. 

With respect to the Synod yield- 
ing to Dr. Black's assertion, it is to 
be remarked, that Dr. Black quoted 
Dr. Dickson's Narrative at large, so 
as completely to satisfy the Synod 
of the reality of the charges, and 
that Dr. Dickson was heard at length 
in reply. The members of course 
had better data to proceed upon than 
merely Dr. Black's assertion. 

If the Minute of 1S12 states, that 
Dr. Black was unanimously thanked, 
I am not to be convinced by your 
correspondent that such was not the 
case, even allowing that a few were 
against the measure. The Minutes 
are always read twice, that the house 
may the better judge of their eor- 
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rectness. Now, if the house suffered 
the word unanimously to stand, of 
course it is evident, that it was the 
sense of the house that the resolu- 
tion was carried without one dissent- 
ing voice. If but one member had 
expressed his disapprobation of the 
measure or the word in the Minute, 
the Clerk must have immediately 
changed it. 

Gentlemen who tacitly acquiesce 
in a measure of which they are af- 
terwards ashamed, sometimes wish 
it to be understood, that they were 
really against the measure, though 
thev did not formally oppose it. 
What a pily, that they did not exert 
tfi.eir independence ! But second 
thou«hts, with many persons, are 
best. 

With respect to the impossibility 
of tasking a satisfactory apology to 
the Synod, I do not agree with your 
correspondent. I do not think, upon 
the whole, that the Synod is an un- 
reasonable body of men. Dr. Dick- 
son had in vain searched for a mi- 
nute which was no where to be 
found in the Syuod's books. He was 
told there was no such minute in 
existence : and he said, if he could 
toot find it, he would make the most 
ample apology. Did he do so ? 
No. Though he could not find the 
minute, and though he was publicly 
told by many members that no such 
motion as he alleged had ever been 
made, yet he p.-oceeded to publish 
the act, as a charge against the Sy- 
nod. Moderate men would suppose 
that this demanded some apology, 
but Dr. Dickson did not think pro- 
per to make any. 1 am persuaded, 
that a very moderate apology and 
explanation would have satisfied the 
Synod of 1812, swept away, as they 
Were, {1 was not swept away by it, 
having never approved of Dr. Black's 
explanation of ihe word " impli- 
cated," &c.) by the torrent of Dr. 
Black's eloquence. 



Your correspondent states, that 
many members desired that the bu- 
siness of review, as he calls it, might 
Tie quashed. I say, no. The op- 
position expressed was no more than 
this. These members were anxious 
for maintaining ordsr in the proceed- 
ings, and showed clearly, (to my 
mind at least,) that Mr. Porter's 
motions would regularly come for- 
ward in a particular stage of the 
business, which they pointed out. 
Of these, Dr. Black said he did not 
wish to prevent Mr. Porter bringing 
forward his resolutions, but only 
wished that he should do so at the 
proper time. 

Even with respect to Mr. Porter's 
resolutions, your correspondent is 
not correct. I am sorry that so good 
a writer, and one who seems to 
mean so well, should fall into error. 
For the purpose of correction, it is 
sufficient that I recite the words of 
the minute. 

Mr. Porter's first motion was, that 
the Synod of .IT09 acted incon- 
siderately in declaring, without in- 
quiry, and without evidence, that 
two members of their body, theft in 
confinement, were " implicated in 
treasonable and seditious practices." 
On this, the previous question was 
put, and negatived. The following 
amendment was also negatived. "It 
is not expedient to proceed furthi r 
in the business respecting Dr. Dick- 
son." But on its being alleged by 
several members, that they coulid 
not believe that the Synod of 179P, 
and a committee appointed in that 
year.one of whom was Mr. Shaw, who 
had written the words of the minute, 
and whose correctness and integrity 
no man could question, had acted 
without due consideration, the mo- 
tion was amended, with the consent 
of the mover and seconder, thus, 
" that the phrase implicated, &c, as 
applied t<> two of its members then 
iu confinement, was inaccurately 
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used, inasmuch as it. appears to be 
liable to an .unfavourable construc- 
tion respecting them." Your cor- 
respondent says, that the amend- 
ment formed an addition to the ori- 
ginal motion, and that, of course, 
both were .carried : whf-reas the 
words noted inconsiderately were left 
out, and the words inaccurately used, 
substituted in their room in the ori- 
ginal motion. 

Moderate men will perceive, not- 
withstanding- the vaunting of a par- 
ty, that this motion does not so com- 
pletely rebut the motion of 1812, as 
to justify Dr. Dickson's charge. It 
was inaccurately used ; why } be- 
cause it appears to be liable to an 
unfavourable construction. I disap- 
prove of the construction of the 
minute. It should have been, it 
appears to be inaccurately used inas- 
much as it seems liable, &c. As it 
stands it amounts almost to' nothing. 
This is no very great triumph for 
independence. 

The second resolution is also in- 
correctly staled by your correspond- 
ent. He makes it stronger than it 
really is. It is not, that the Synod 
of 1805 acted improperly, but, that 
this Synod regrets that the Synod of 
1 805 dismissed Dr. Dickson's memo- 
rial without an answer. 

For the Synod of 1813 to have 
passed a sentence of improper con- 
duct on another Synod, held several 
years before, consisting of very dif- 
feient members, whose views and 
motions cannot now be ascertained, 
seems to be the height of absurdity. 
Even to express regret seems going 
rather loo far ; inasmuth as the con- 
duct which we how condemn might 
then have been very wise and proper. 

Your correspondent is in error 
with respect to the fourth resolution, 
when he states that there was a ge- 
neral feeling that Dr. Dickson's com- 
plaints on the point in question, 
were not altogether unfounded ; for 



the motion agreed to was, that an 
insinuation in Dr. Dickson's book, 
against the Synod, of having from 
motives of hostility to him and his 
present congregation, wilfully ne- 
glected their interests in the late ar- 
rangements of bounty, is unfounded. 
How the general feeling your corres- 
pondent speaks of could exist in con- 
junction with the feeling of persua- 
sion which adopted this resolution, 
plain people will not be able easily 
to determine. 

What the author of the account 
states, as to the substance of the 
seventh motion, is in general cor- 
rect. I did not understand however 
that " compassion for the fallen 
great" was that which influenced 
the Synod to adopt the previous 
question. I do not believe they 
would act contrary to truth and pro- 
priety, from any such consideration. 
Nor do I believe that the house con- 
ceived, that Dr. Black's statement, 
as to a motion never having been 
made to exclude Mrs. Dickson from 
the fund, was, by any thing ad- 
vanced, proved to be untrue. To 
this hour it is certain that no motion 
was made ; and the phrase in the 
letter read by Dr. Black, by no 
means amounts to a proof of a motion 
being before l/ie house. That a con- 
versation took place cannot be doubt- 
ed ; and after the several members had 
given their opinions, the Moderator 
might have inquired, " is it the sense 
of the house that Mrs. Dickson shall 
be excluded from the fund >" This 
probably was the question alluded 
to, but, it seems, it was not thought 
necessary that it should be put ; and 
I am very glad that it was not. Jis 
to the Injustice of the previous ques- 
tion, it is to be remarked, that those 
who voted for it would have opposed 
the original motion. Of course it 
could not have been carried 

The author goes oh to say, "Mr. 
Porter then came to his grand ato- 
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tion, the disavowal of Dr. Black's 
p B blication, as not containing the 
Jentiuients of the Synod." This is 
not exactly correct. Though Mr. 
Porter, in all probability, attached 
considerable importance to this reso- 
lution, yet it cannot be considered 
his grand motion, because this was 
one of the string of resolutions which 
were merely preparatory to his main 
object. This will be evident, from 
the words of the minute. " On 
reading the minute of the last year, 
respecting Dr. Dickson, Mr. Porter 
jisjnified his intention of moving, 
that the entire minute shall be re- 
scinded ; but in order to come to his 
purpose with more effect he intend- 
ed to move separately on certain 
points pending between Dr. Dick- 
son and the members of the Synod." 
In fact, the grand motion was, to 
rescind the inintiie of 1812: but, 
strange to tell, we heard no more of 
this motion, than the notice which 
Mr. Porter thought proper to give 
fh the first instance. It certainly 
puts a man in an awkward situation, 
tb give notice of a motion, anil af- 
terwards not to bring it forward, nor 
assign any reason 'for not doing so. 
I presume Mr. Porltr saw, that the 
sense of the house was so far in op- 
position to his views, that he could 
reasonably entertain no hope of car. 
rying his motion ; and that there- 
fore he prudently declined bringing 
it forward. 

Mr. Porter, it is probable, hoped 
to gain a signal triumph over Dr. 
Blank, by his motion of disavowal. 
But he argued ill, if he supposed 
that Dr. Black would be foolish 
enough to insist, that the Synod 
should father his publication, whicn 
contained many things which the 
Synod did not request Dr. Black to 
publish, and souie of winch might 
llave very generally been disap- 
proved of. Jrormei'ly, tile Synod 
frequently asked the Moderator to 



publish his sermon, but when puh- 
iisheil, the Synod never considered 
themselves responsible for any part 
of its contents. So in respect of 
Dr. Black's Substance, it was ridic- 
ulous to suppose, that the members 
ol the Synod might prohably be 
disposed, in any degree, to take 
the responsibility of that publication 
on themselves, or tbat Dr. Black 
might desire that they should do so. 

I do not depend set much on my 
own private judgment, as to say, 
whether the request of the Synod of 
1812 was foolish or not ; but certain 
1 am, when I reflect that Doctor 
Black's Speeches were only in part 
committed to writing, and tbat of 
course so much liberty was given to 
him in regard of the publication, 
tbat th*e Synod was not responsible 
for the contents of the pamph- 
let. Had his performance been 
exhibited as the pastoral address 
used to be, fairly written out, and 
bad it been duly weighed and con- 
sidered in all its parts, the Synod 
would then have been differently 
situated ; and Dr. Black's Speeches 
would have stood on the same footing 
as the Synod's declaration respect- 
ing civil and religious liberty. But 
such was not the case. His pamph- 
let appeared, not as the pamphlet 
of the Synod, , but his own. It did 
not appear sanctioned by their name 
and authority. Had it contain- 
ed a libel on the government. Dr. 
Black alone must have bten the 
sufferer, in case of a prosecution. 

1 shall only add, that I think the 
Synod should not have dismissed 
the business in the manner they 
did. They bad agreed, that Dr. 
Dickson had done what was amiss, 
and they rejected his apology. Sup- 
pose a member of a Masonic lodsjo 
to have acted improperly, heiseail- 
ed on to apologize, his apology is 
diapproved of, but no farther pro- 
ceedings are taken in the case. Is 
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this dignified. When ministers 
misconduct themselves, the usual 
mode is to admonish, rebuke, &c. 
until they appear penitent, and re- 
solve to behave better in future. 
But here the matter seems to stand 
thus. " It is true we have condemn- 
ed Dr. Dickson, but we have found 
him such a stiff, unyielding, trouble- 
some kind of man, that we will not 
have any thing farther to sav to 



him." If the conduct of the Synod 
of 1812 was rash arid foolish, this 
deliberate folly is surely much more 
inexcusable. 

The public will now, I trust, be 
able to judge fairly of the whole pro- 
ceedings in this case. From a re- 
gard to your very valuable publica- 
tion, I send you these remarks, at;U 
am very truly yours, &c. 

An Observer. 
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To tie JProfrkieri of the Belfast Magazine. 
GENTLEMEN, 

ENCOURAGED by your publish- 
ing sketches of the lives ol the 
late Dr. Black, and of David Man- 
son, I take the liberty of recom- 
mending to your consideration a 
sketch of the life of another of our 
countrymen, F. Hutcheson, L.L.D., 
eminent for learning and virtue. 
A history of his life has been publish- 
ed by Dr. Leechmau, formerly pro- 
fessor and principal of the Univer- 
sity of Glasgow ; but as it has 
been compiled principally from me- 
mory, it seems in some parts dttici- 
ent in important traits, and m 
others too tedious for your publica- 
tion. 

I cannot presume in unmeasured 
prose, to do justice to the character 
of so great a man as Dr. Hutcheson ; 
I intend only by this attempt, from 
authentic documents anil informa- 
tion, to relate such tacts, as may be 
subjects for the pen of some of your 
correspondents of gnat talents, for 
elegant corn posit ion and eulogiuiu. 
1 am, gentlemen, \ our constant read- 
er, and obedient humble servant, 

M. 
Belfast, 26.'/* April, 1S13. 



HTHE grandfather of this great 
•*• man, the Rev. Ales. Hutcheson, 



was Presbyterian minister of Saint- 
field, in the county of Down ; his 
residence was in the townland of 
Drumalig, which he purchased, avid 
is still enjoyed by ins lineal des- 
cendant. The place of his nativity 
is said to be Monk wood in Ayrshire, 
which his relatives in the female 
line still inhabit. Alexander's eld- 
est son, the Rev. John Hutcheson, 
was Presbyterian minister of Ar- 
magh, and lived in .Bally rea, near 
that city ; he married Miss Trail, 
of the county of Down, by whom 
he had two sons, Hans and Francis. 
Hans married Rachel Stevenson, of 
Killileagh, and died without issue. 

The old inhabitants of Drumalig 
assert, that Francis was born in his 
grand I father's house in that town- 
land, on the 8th of August, 1 69+. 

Hans and Francis lived mostly 
with their father in Bally rea, till the; 
j .ear 1702. when the}- were sent to 
their grandfather's at Drumalig, for 
the benefit of their education. The 
best classical school was then kept 
by Mr. Hamilton in thf old Meeting* 
house ofSaintlield ; sited on a ro ( k 
in the west end of the town, where 
the cow-fair is now held. 

Even at this early period, a sin- 
gular warmth of affection and bene- 
volence appeared in Francis, which 
gained him the love of his fellows, 
and the esteem of his waster m<S 
grandfather, which dispositions eon- 



